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This statement is being filed as a follow-up to interview with Supervisory 
Examiner Benzion, Primary Examiner Horlick and Examiner Staples (the latter by 
telephone) on June 9, 2008. The applicants were represented by Chris Revell, the 
applicants' European patent attorney, Mark Sullivan and the undersigned. The courtesy 
and helpfulness of the Examiners in arranging the interview to accommodate Mr. 
Revell's travel schedule and in discussing the patentability issue of record are much 
appreciated. 

The discussion at the interview centered on the differences between the 
applicants' invention as defined by the claims, primarily claim 1 , and the Bambara 
disclosure. The differences discussed are brought out in the applicants' response filed 
on April 28, 2008. Thus, as noted at the interview and in the April 28th response, the 
applicants' method for separating the target oligonucleotide from an impurity involves 
binding the mixture of target oligonucleotide and impurity to a titratabfe anion exchange 
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composition at a first pH and passing a solution through the titratable anion exchange 
composition with the mixture of oligonucleotide and impurity thereon, the pH of the 
solution being increased over time to a pH higher than the first pH, the impurity being 
eiuted at a different pH from the target oligonucleotide. According to Bambara (see 
page 46008, right-hand Column, first full f ), the sample to be processed is loaded onto 
the support at a pH of 8.5. Bambara then passes a second solution at pH 7.5 which 
causes the urea impurity to elute. Thereafter, Bambara elutes the oligonucleotide using 
a solution of pH 8.5, i.e. the same pH as that of the solution Bambara uses for loading. 
This is contrary to the applicants' case where the pH of the eluting solution is increased 
over time to a pH higher than the first pH to elute the target oligonucleotide. 

It was agreed that the Examiner would consider the matter with the Primary 
Examiner and advise the undersigned. Since then, on June 10th, the Examiner has 
telephoned to inform applicants' counsel that an Advisory Action was being issued. 
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